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I.The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4, 7, 8 and 15-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Japanese Patent 4-286,61 1 in view of Japanese Patent 1 1-048,271 . 

Japanese -61 1 is applied for reasons of record, the primary reference essentially failing 

to teach the aspect of subjecting the stripped film to a tentering to regulate the film in a 

width direction. Also, Japanese -61 1 lacks a clear teaching that the rate of expansion 

of the film in the conveying direction is kept within the instant range and that the film 

would be dried under only one temperature range— the primary reference teaches 

multiple drying operations wherein the film is dried within different temperature ranges. 

These aspects will be addressed in order. Concerning the regulation of the film's width 

through tentering, Japanese -271 discloses this step in casting a cellulose film and it 

would be applied at a point after the stripping when the solvent content is a little higher 

than the instant (ie, around 12 or 10%). This would be an acceptable solvent content, 

since drying has yet to occur in the reference. It would have been obvious to one of 

ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to have modified the method of Japanese 

-61 1 as taught by Japanese -271 to further ensure planarity of the web— ie, reduce 

wrinkles and irregularities. Concerning the rate of expansion, it is maintained that such 

would have been within the skill level of the art. The partial translation of Japanese 
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-61 1 (see last two lines at page 3) indicates that a tensile stress is placed on the web 
during the last stage of drying wherein deformations "already formed" are "eliminated". 
Clearly, one of ordinary skill in this art would recognize from this disclosure that a 
certain amount of stretching in the machine-conveying direction would be beneficial in 
eliminating wrinkles. Finally, the instant "one temperature range" is respectfully 
submitted to have been obvious over the multiple drying operations of the primary 
reference. Note that the drying occurring within the drying chambers of Japanese -61 1 
all occurs at temperatures within the instant range, either a lower limit of Tg -15 deg C 
in the initial chambers or a lower limit of Tg in the final chamber. Hence, the instant 
temperatures are still the ones basically being applied in all the heating chambers of 
Japanese -61 1 . Further, it is submitted that the instant processing steps are being 
taught in the applied references and the steps are being taught to eliminate wrinkles-ie, 
for the same reasons as the instant. The exact temperatures used, stretching 
conditions employed and solvent concentrations are submitted to have been result 
effective variables that would have been readily determined by one of ordinary skill in 
the art. In fact, it is submitted that the instant conditions claimed do not deviate from 
that taught in the prior art to any significant or patentable extent. Japanese -61 1 shows 
more than 10 drying rolls. The exact amount of time spent drying is seen to have been 
within the skill level of the art, in that such would depend on the rate of travel of the film 
through the drying chamber. 

2. Claims 9-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Japanese Patent 4-286,61 1 in view of Japanese Patent 1 1-048,271 and Yoshida for 
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reasons of record set forth in paragraph 1 , supra and in the final rejection with respect 
to Yoshida. 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Applicant's comments with respect to the rejection have been essentially addressed in 
paragraph 1 , supra, at least with respect to the claimed limitations. It is not invention to 
optimize parameters known to effect a known process. Applicant is also arguing 
unexpected results with respect to the instant rate of expansion in the film conveying 
direction. The tensile stress applied in Japanese -61 1 is submitted to in fact teach this 
aspect. Clearly, the film would not be stretchable to any great extent with the solvent 
level so low, and Japanese -61 1 discloses stretching to eliminate any flaws in the film 
already produced therein. Presumably, this stretching would occur at a very low 
extension and would be inclusive of the instant range of -2 to 3%, a range that includes 
zero stretching, also. In essence, it is submitted that the instant range of stretching 
would not be evidence of unexpected results, but in fact would have been totally 
expected. 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mathieu D. Vargot whose telephone number is 571 272- 
1211. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri from 9 to 6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christina Johnson, can be reached on 571 272-1176. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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